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Miao Huang, a native and citizen of China, petitions for review of the Board

of Immigration Appeals’ (“BIA”) order adopting and affirming the Immigration

This disposition is not appropriate for publication and is not precedent
except as provided by 9th Cir. R. 36-3.

* %k

The panel unanimously finds this case suitable for decision without
oral argument. See Fed. R. App. P. 34(a)(2).



Judge’s (“I1J”) decision denying his applications for asylum, withholding of
removal, and protection under the Convention Against Torture (“CAT”). We have
jurisdiction pursuant to 8 U.S.C. § 1252. We review for substantial evidence
adverse credibility findings . See Farah v. Ashcroft, 348 F.3d 1153, 1156 (9th Cir.
2003). When the BIA adopts the 1J’s credibility determination, we examine the
1J°s reasons for deeming the person not credible. /d.

The adverse credibility determination is not supported by substantial
evidence. The IJ failed to provide specific, cogent reasons for the determination.
See Guiv. INS, 280 F.3d 1217, 1228 (9th Cir. 2002). To the extent that the 1J
identified inconsistencies, they were minor or did not go the heart of the claim.
See Singh v. Ashcroft, 367 F.3d 1139, 1143 (9th Cir.2004). Because the adverse
credibility finding was not supported by substantial evidence, we remand to the
BIA for further proceedings for a decision on the merits of Huang’s asylum and
withholding of removal claims. See INS v. Ventura, 537 U.S. 12, 16 (2002) (per
curiam).

PETITION FOR REVIEW GRANTED and REMANDED.



